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Advisory Action 

1 . The affidavit, exhibit or request for reconsideration has been considered but does not 
place the application in condition for allowance because: 

2. In response to Applicant's argument that the reference does not teach or reasonably 
suggest the functionality upon which the Examiner relies for the rejection. The Examiner first 
emphasizes for the record that the claims employ a broader in scope than the Applicant's 
disclosure in all aspects. In addition, the Applicant has not argued any narrower interpretation of 
the claim limitations, nor amended the claims significantly enough to construe a narrower 
meaning to the limitations. Since the claims breadth allows multiple interpretations and 
meanings, which are broader than Applicant's disclosure, the Examiner is required to interpret 
the claim limitations in terms of their broadest reasonable interpretations while determining 
patentability of the disclosed invention. See MPEP 21 1 1 . In other words, the claims must be 
given their broadest reasonable interpretation consistent with the specification and the 
interpretation that those skilled in the art would reach. See In re Hyatt, 211 F.3d 1367, 1372, 54 
USPQ2d 1664, 1667 (Fed. Cir. 2000), In re Cortright, 165 F.3d 1353, 1359, 49 USPQ2d 1464, 
1468 (Fed. Cir. 1999), and In re American Academy of Science Tech Center, 2004 WL 1067528 
(Fed. Cir. May 13, 2004). Any term that is not clearly defined in the specification must be given 
its plain meaning as understood by one of ordinary skill in the art. See MPEP 2111.01. See also 
In re Zletz, 893 F.2d 319, 321, 13 USPQ2d 1320, 1322 (Fed. Cir. 1989), Sunrace Roots Enter. 
Co. v. SRAM Corp., 336 F.3d 1298, 1302, 67 USPQ2d 1438, 1441 (Fed. Cir. 2003), Brookhill- 
Wilk 1, LLC v. Intuitive Surgical, Inc., 334 F.3d 1294, 1298 67 USPQ2d 1 132, 1 136 (Fed. Cir. 
2003). The interpretation of the claims by their broadest reasonable interpretation reduces the 
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possibility that, once the claims are issued, the claims are interpreted more broadly than justified. 
See In re Prater, 415 F.2d 1393, 1404-05, 162 USPQ 541, 550-551 (CCPA 1969). Also, 
limitations appearing in the specification but not recited in the claim are not read into the claim. 
See In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). Therefore, the failure 
to significantly narrow definition or scope of the claims and supply arguments commensurate in 
scope with the claims implies the Applicant intends broad interpretation be given to the claims. 
The Examiner has interpreted the claims in parallel to the Applicant in the response and 
reiterates the need for the Applicant to distinctly define the claimed invention. 

3. Applicant's arguments are not persuasive. It's the examiner's position that the 
reference is applied herein for the teaching of a novel method and system for responding to 
requests for quality of services and reserving the resources to provide the requested QoS in a 
hybrid network. As present in the last office action, Applicant's attention is directed to Turock 
(US#6,243,373) for the disclose (Fig 2-10 and col. 5, lines 17 to col. 15, lines 54) a plurality of 
gateways (Fig 2, Ref 206 and 216) and call router (Fig 5, Ref 512) which connects the switched 
communication network and the packet network having a logic (Fig 5, Ref 506) which transmits 
a query message which includes a call type of service to the directory service (Fig 5, Ref 5 14) to 
obtain a plurality of gateways that match the predefined call service criteria including QOS 
"cost" and a gateway registration scheme "gateways registered in the database" (See col. 9, lines 
1-25) and an identifier of the call to an associated IP address; ranging the selected gateways 
according the least cost routing; selecting a shortest path gateway for placing a telephone call 
and selecting a next one if the shortest one is not available (See col. 9, lines 26- 65). 
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Examiner maintains that the references cited and applied in the last office actions for the 
rejection of the claims 1-11 are maintained in this office action. The final rejection mailed on 
Jan. 06, 2009 is therefore maintained. 

Mphan. 
04/07/2009 
/Man Phan/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2419 



